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NASSARIIDAE IREDALE, 1916 (GASTROPODA): REVISED 
PROPOSALS FOR CONSERVATION. Z.N.(S.)1987 

By David Heppell (Royal Scottish Museum, Edinburgh) 

An application for the conservation of the family name 
NASSARIIDAE (type genus Nassarius Dumeril, 1806) was presented 
to the Commission by Mr W. O. Cernohorsky (Auckland Institute and 
Museum , New Zealand) in 1972 (Bull. zool. Nom., vol. 29, pp. 62-63). 
He provided additional details in 1974 (vol. 31, pp. 212-214). His case 
required the grant to NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 1916 of nomenclatural 
precedence over four older family-group names. The resolution of the 
problem depends on the status, and hence the type species, of Nassarius. 
Mr Cernohorsky treated it as a new name for a nominal genus of its own 
with type species Buccinum arcularia Linnaeus, 1758, by subsequent 
monotypy by Froriep, 1806, p. 167. Iredale, on the other hand, treated 
it as a new name for Nassa Lamarck, 1799, non [Roding], 1798. In that 
case the type species of Nassarius would be Buccinum mutabile Lin¬ 
naeus, 1758. This view was strongly upheld by Dr Myra Keen (Stanford 
University , California). The basic facts are as follows. 

2. Dumeril, 1806, Zoologie analytique, p. xxiii, said: ‘La classe 
des mollusques offrira des ordres tout-a-fait nouveaux; mais ils ont ete 
faits ou indiques, deja par M. Cuvier lui-meme, qui a le premier separe 
ces etres de la classe nombreuse des vers de Linne. Tous les savans ont 
adopte maintenant cette classification; et comme notre objet etoit de 
faire connoitre les animaux et non les coquilles qui les revetent, nous 
n’avons profite que dans tres-peu de circonstances des travaux de MM. 
Poli et Lamarck, cette partie de la science laissant encore beaucoup a 
desirer aux naturalistes.’ He then proposes 38 new names for molluscan 
genera. Each name is accompanied by a description, but no species are 
referred to any of the genera; and each name differs from a pre-existing 
available name only in being given the termination arius Malacolo- 
gists have not been unanimous in their treatment of these names, as 
already indicated. For that reason, any attempt to deal with them all 
by a single ruling would cause confusion. Some of them might well be 
disposed of by being treated as unjustified emendations of the earlier 
names they resemble. Others would then have to be dealt with as 
nomenclaturally valid names under the Law of Priority and accepted or 
suppressed as the requirements of stability would indicate in each case. 
Nassarius is in this latter group. 

3. Iredale, 1916, Proc. malacol. Soc. London, vol. 12, p. 82, 
treated Nassarius as a new replacement name for Nassa Lamarck, 1799, 
non [Roding], 1798, but there is no evidence that Dumeril knew of the 
work now attributed to Roding (the Museum Boltenianum ), and the 
only authors he expressly cites are Cuvier, Poli and Lamarck. It is more 
likely that he was proposing a new name for the genus of animals that 
inhabit the genus of shells called Nassa by Lamarck. In that case, the 
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type species of the genus is determined by the action of the first author 
subsequently to refer one or more species to the genus. The author in 
question is Froriep, who later in 1806 published a German translation 
of DumeriFs work and referred one species to each of the genera. The 
species he referred to Nassarius was Buccinum arcularia Linnaeus, 
1758, Syst. Nat., ed. 10, vol. 1, p. 737, and this is then the type species 
of the genus, by subsequent monotypy. This is the situation preferred 
by Mr Cernohorsky. 

4. Both Nassa [Roding] and Nassa Lamarck are derived from the 
French vernacular ‘les nassiers’—a name given to various small carni¬ 
vorous gastropods that were attracted to ‘nasses’, i.e. lobster pots and 
similar basket-like fish traps. Since Dumeril would no doubt have con¬ 
sidered the animals of these to be congeneric (although inhabiting a 
variety of shell genera) his concept of Nassarius no doubt included both 
Nassa [Roding] and Nassa Lamarck. 

5. Dr Keen’s concern in this case seems to arise from a fear 
that, if Nassarius is treated as Mr Cernohorsky would wish, then all 
DumeriFs generic names would have to be treated in the same way. 
Some of them would then become senior synonyms (objective or subjec¬ 
tive) of later generic names in uninterrupted general use since their 
establishment. This would cause needless confusion and a quantity of 
extra work for the Commission, both of which would be avoided if such 
names could be disposed of as unjustified emendations. It is for this 
reason that I have suggested that each Dumeril name should be con¬ 
sidered on its merits and that the Nassarius case be dealt with in 
isolation, without prejudice to any other Dumeril name. The other 
names can then be dealt with separately, singly or in groups, as their 
merits indicate. There is no doubt that Mr Cemohorsky’s application 
represents majority usage of Nassarius, at least outside the U.S.A. 

6. If Mr Cemohorsky’s application is accepted, Arcularia Link, 
1807, Beschr. nat. Samml. Univ. Rostock (3), p. 126, becomes a junior 
subjective synonym of Nassarius. Its type species is Arcularia coronata 
Link, 1807, ibid., p. 126, by subsequent designation by Morch, 1863, 
Proc. zool. Soc. London for 1862, p. 227. Link’s species is based on refer¬ 
ences to Martini & Chemnitz, 1773, Neues syst. Conch. Cabinet, vol. 
2, figs. 409-412, and to Gmelin, 1791, p. 3480. Here is found Gmelin’s 
account of Buccinum arcularia Linnaeus, 1758, with a primary refer¬ 
ence to Mus. Litd. Ulr., p. 608, no. 260* and 17 other references, one 
of which is to the same figures in Martini & Chemnitz cited by Link. 
ARCULARIIDAE Hedley, 1915 or 1916, likewise becomes a synonym 
of NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 1916. As its date of publication is uncertain 
(see Cernohorsky, 1974, p. 213) the Commission should rule that it is 
to be deemed a junior objective synonym of NASSARIIDAE. Sphaero- 
nassa Locard, 1886, Prodr. Malacol. France, Cat. gen. Moll. France, 
Moll, mar., pp. 132, 548, type species, by original designation (p. 548), 
Buccinum mutabile Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat., ed. 10, vol. 1, p. 738, 
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is then available for the group now ranked by some authors as Nassarius 
s.s. 

7. Apart from ARCULARIIDAE, the family-group names 
senior, to NASSARIIDAE mentioned by Mr Cemohorsky are CYCLO- 
NASSINAE Gill, 1871, CYLLENINAE Bellardi, 1882, DORSAN- 
INAE Cossmann, 1901, and ALECTRIONIDAE Dali, 1908. To deal 
with these names in relation to NASSARIIDAE by the relative prece¬ 
dence procedure would be extremely cumbersome and the result might 
be taxonomically fragile. An alternative solution can be found which 
gives the pragmatic result desired. 

8. The first family-group name based on Nassa is NASSINAE 
Swainson, 1835, Elements modern Conchology, pp. 18, 20. It contains 
a genus Nassa described as ‘Wrinkled, the inner lip thickened and 
spreading out’. This is clearly Nassa Lamarck, non [Roding]. By 1840, 
Treatise Malacology, pp. 63, 69, 299, the family-group taxon had come 
to include a genus Nassa, clearly Lamarck’s nassariid genus, and con¬ 
taining Buccinum arcularia Linnaeus. This is the species that Mr 
Cernohorsky takes to be the type species of Nassarius, itself the type 
genus of NASSARIIDAE. The pragmatic solution to the problem of 
conserving that name would, therefore, be for the Commission to use 
its plenary powers to give NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 1916, the priority 
of NASSINAE Swainson, 1835, and to rule that it is to be cited as 
‘NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 1916 (1835)’. 

9. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
is accordingly asked: 

(1) to use its plenary powers to rule that the family-group name 
NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 1916, is to be given the same priority as the 
family-group name NASSINAE Swainson, 1835, and that it is to be cited 
as ‘NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 1916 (1835)’; 

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology: 

(a) Nassarius Dumeril, 1806 (gender: masculine), type species, 
by subsequent monotypy (Froriep, 1806), Buccinum arcu¬ 
laria Linnaeus, 1758; 

(b) Sphaeronassa Locard, 1886 (gender: feminine), type species, 
by original designation, Buccinum mutabile Linnaeus, 1758; 

(3) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology: 

(a) arcularia Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Bucc¬ 
inum arcularia (specific name of type species of Nassarius 
Dumeril, 1806); 

(b) mutabile Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen 
Buccinum mutabile (specific name of type species of 
Sphaeronassa Locard, 1886); 

(4) to place the family-group name NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 
1916 (type genus Nassarius Dumeril, 1806) on the Official List of 
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Family-Group Names in Zoology with an endorsement that it is to be 
cited as ‘NASSARIIDAE Iredale, 1916 (1835)’. 


[In view of the differing views that have been taken of the problem 
here presented, the Commission reminds zoologists that Article 78e 
applies and that no conclusions or inferences are to be drawn from the 
present case concerning any other generic name published by Dumeril, 
1806, Zoologie analytique. 

R.V.M.] 


